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1 . El The amendment filed on 17 October 2007 under 37 CFR 1 .312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1.313(c)(1) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) ^ disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

Applicant seeks to amend the specification disclosed amount of magnesium chloride from 2.05 ±0.2g/l to 0.96 ±0.09 g/l. 
Applicant provides numerous calculations in an attempt to show why this error would have been immediately evident to a 
person skilled in the art. The Examiner cannot agree. 

The problem is that the numbers are not precise. The specific numbers used by applicant could be off by some percentage 
depending on the exact number used for dilution factor, exact number used for molecular weight, rounding off, etc. The 
specific numbers proposed by the amendment would not have been readily envisaged because such numbers depend on 
too many calculation factors. Unambiguous derivation of the magnesium amount was not shown by applicant. 
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